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45 days from the date the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
publishes the notice of availability in 
the Federal Register.

The Forest Service believes, at this 
early stage, it is important to give 
reviewers notice of several court rulings 
related to public participation in the 
environmental review process. First, 
reviewers of draft environmental impact 
statements must structure their 
participation in the environmental 
review of the proposal so that it is 
meaningful and alerts an agency to the 
reviewer’s position and contentions. 
Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. 
NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 (1978). Also, 
environmental objections that could be 
raised at the draft environmental impact 
statement stage but that are not raised 
until after completion of the final 
environmental impact statement may be 
waived or dismissed by the courts. 
Court of Angoon v. Hodel, 803 F.2d 
1016, 1022 (9th Cir. 1986) and 
Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 490 
F. Supp, 1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 1980). 
Because of these court rulings, it is very 
important that those interested in this 
proposed action participate by the close 
of the 45 day comment period so that 
substantive comments and objections 
are made available to the Forest Service 
at a time when it can meaningfully 
consider them and respond to them in 
the final environmental impact 
statement. 

To assist the Forest Service in 
identifying and considering issues and 
concerns on the proposed action, 
comments on the draft environmental 
impact statement should be as specific 
as possible. It is also helpful if 
comments refer to specific pages or 
chapters of the draft statement. 
Comments may also address the 
adequacy of the draft environmental 
impact statement or the merits of the 
alternatives formulated and discussed in 
the statement. Reviewers may wish to 
refer to the Council on Environmental 
Quality Regulations for implementing 
the procedural provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act at 40 
CFR 1503.3 in addressing these points. 

Comments received, including the 
names and addresses of those who 
comment, will be considered part of the 
public record on this proposal and will 
be available for public inspection.
(Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 1508.22; 
Forest Service Handbook 1909.15, Section 
211.)

Dated: June 16, 2005. 
J. Sharon Heywood, 
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 05–13242 Filed 7–5–05; 8:45 am] 
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Environmental Impact Statement. 

SUMMARY: The USDA Forest Service, 
Craig Ranger District will prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
to consider a proposal to harvest timber 
from Suemez Island, located on the 
Craig Ranger District, Tongass National 
Forest in southeastern Alaska. The 
proposed action would harvest up to 40 
MMBF of timber from approximately 
5,000 acres. Approximately 16.5 miles 
of road construction is planned. About 
3.5 miles of this road would be 
temporary construction.

DATES: Comments concerning the scope 
of the analysis should be received 
within 45 days from the date of this 
notice. The draft environmental impact 
statement is expected to be completed 
by October 31, 2005 and the final 
environmental impact statement is 
expected to be completed by March 31, 
2006.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments to 
Planning Staff, Thorne Bay Ranger 
District, Attn: Scratchings Scoping; P.O. 
Box 19001; Thorne Bay, AK 99919–
0001. Comments can also be faxed to 
907–828–3309 or e-mailed to comments-
alaska-tongass-thorne-bay@fs.fed.us, 
subject line: Scratchings scoping EIS 
comments.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mail 
correspondence to Planning Staff, 
Thorne Bay Ranger District, Attn: 
Scratchings Scoping; P.O. Box 19001; 
Thorne Bay, AK 99919–0001. The Craig 
and Thorne Bay Ranger Districts are 
served by a single, zoned Planning Staff.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
proposed timber sale would occur on 
Suemez Island in southeastern Alaska. 
Suemez Island is located west of Prince 
of Wales Island and southwest of Craig, 
Alaska. The proposed project lies within 
Tongass National Forest Value 
Comparison Units 633, 634, 635, 636 
and 637. Land Use Designations (LUD), 
for the project area, include Timber 
Production, Modified Landscape, Old-
growth Habitat and Special Interest 
Areas. A few potential sale units may be 
located within the Inventoried Roadless 
Area #502. No timber harvest is planned 
in Old-growth Habitat or within the 
Special Interest Area. 

Purpose and Need for Action 

The purpose of and need for the 
Scratchings Timber Sale project is to 
provide timber harvest opportunities 
suitable for large and possibly small 
timber purchasers, mill operators and 
the value-added wood product 
industries in southeast Alaska in 
accordance with Forest Plan direction. 
The Forest Supervisor will decide 
whether or not to harvest timber from 
the Scratching Timber Sale project area, 
and if so, how this timber will be 
harvested. The decision will be based 
on the information that is disclosed in 
the Environmental Impact Statement. 
The responsible official will consider 
comments, responses, the disclosure of 
environmental consequences, as well as 
applicable laws, regulations, and 
policies in making the decision and will 
state that rationale in the Record of 
Decision. The Scratching Timber Sale 
would move the project area toward the 
desired condition described in the 
Tongass Land and Resource 
Management Plan (TLMP) or Forest 
Plan). The following Forest-wide goals 
and objectives as applied to the 
Scratchings Timber Sale project area 
include: 

(1) Improve timber growth and 
productivity on suitable timber lands 
made abailable for timber harvest, and 
manage these lands for long-term 
sustained yield of timber. 

(2) Contribute to a timber supply from 
the Tongass National Forest that seeks 
to meet annual and Forest Plan planning 
cycle market demand. 

(3) Provide opportunities for local 
employment in the wood products 
industry that would in turn contribute 
to the local and regional economies of 
southeast Alaska.

Proposed Action 

The Craig Ranger District is 
considering a proposal to harvest 25 to 
40 million board-feet (MMBF) of timber 
from approximately 5,000 acres 
resulting in a variety of large and small 
timber sales. A combination of harvest 
methods may be used. Harvest 
prescriptions would be written to meet 
Forest Plan Standards and Guidelines. 
This will result in units with smaller 
openings and more partial-cut 
harvesting than has historically 
occurred within the Project Area. 
Approximately 16.5 miles of road 
construction is planned. About 3.5 
miles of road would be temporary 
construction. 

Public Participation 

Public participation is an important 
part of the analysis process and will 
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continue to be especially important at 
several points during the analysis. The 
USDA Forest Service will be seeking 
additional information. A legal notice 
for this project will be published in the 
newspaper of record in addition to this 
Notice of Intent. Publication is expected 
in the newspaper of record, The Juneau 
Empire, July 7, 2005. Written scoping 
comments are being solicited through 
the scoping letters that are anticipated 
to be mailed to individual and 
organizations on the Craig Ranger 
District public involvement list July 7, 
2005. The scoping process includes the 
following: identification of potential 
issues; identification of issues to be 
analyzed in depth; and elimination of 
non-significant issues or those which 
have been covered by a previous 
environmental review. Alternatives 
including ‘‘No-Action’’ alternative will 
be developed for the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement based 
on the results of scoping and resource 
capabilities within the project area. 
Subsistence hearings, as provided for in 
Title VIII, Section 810 of the Alaska 
National Interest Lands Conservation 
Act (ANILCA), are planned during the 
comment period on the Draft EIS. The 
comment period on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement will be 
45 days from the date the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
published the notice of availability in 
the Federal Register. 

Comment Requested 
This notice of intent initiates the 

scoping process which guides the 
development of the environmental 
impact statement. The Forest Service 
believes, at this early stage, it is 
important to give reviewers notice of 
several court rulings related to public 
participation in the environmental 
review process. First, reviewers of draft 
environmental impact statements must 
structure their participation in the 
environmental review of the proposal so 
that it is meaningful and alerts an 
agency to the reviewer’s position and 
contentions. Vermont Yankee Nuclear 
Power Corp. v. NRDC, 435 U.S. 519, 553 
(1978). Also, environmental objections 
that could be raised at the draft 
environmental impact statement stage 
but that are not raised until after 
completion of the final environmental 
impact statement may be waived or 
dismissed by the courts. City of Angoon 
v. Hodel, 803 F.2d 1016, (9th Cir. 1986) 
and Wisconsin Heritages, Inc. v. Harris, 
490 F. Supp. 1334, 1338 (E.D. Wis. 
1980). Because of these court rulings, it 
is very important that those interested 
in this proposed action participate by 
the close of the 45-day comment period 

so that substantive comments and 
objections are made available to the 
Forest Service at a time when it can 
meaningfully consider them and 
respond to them in the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement. A 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
will be prepared for comment. To assist 
the Forest Service in identifying and 
considering issues and concerns on the 
proposed action, comments on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement should 
be as specific as possible. It is also 
helpful if comments refer to specific 
pages or chapters of the draft statement. 
Comments may also address the 
adequacy of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement or the merits of the 
alternatives formulated and discussed in 
the statement. Reviewers may wish to 
refer to the Council on Environmental 
Quality Regulations for implementing 
the procedural provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act at 40 
CFR 1503.3 in addressing these points. 
Comments received, including the 
names and addresses of those who 
comment, will be considered part of the 
public record on this proposal and will 
be available for public inspection. 
Comments submitted anonymously will 
be accepted and considered; however, 
those who submit anonymous 
comments will not have standing to 
appeal the subsequent decision 
pursuant to 36 CFR parts 215 or 217. 
Additionally, pursuant to 7 CFR 1.27(d), 
any person may require the agency to 
withhold submission from the public 
record by showing how the Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA) permits such 
confidentiality. Requesters should be 
aware that under FOIA confidentiality 
maybe granted in only very limited 
circumstances; for example, to protect 
trade secrets. The Forest Service will 
inform the requester of the agency’s 
decision regarding the request of 
confidentiality. The agency will return 
the submission and notify the requester 
that the comments may be resubmitted 
with or without name and address 
within seven days, should the request 
be is denied. To be more helpful and 
timely, scoping comments should be 
received within 45 days of the 
publication of this Notice of Intent.

Preliminary Issues 
Based on preliminary analysis, we 

have developed two initial significant 
issues to be analyzed in the EIS: (1) 
Designing an economically viable 
timber sale that would benefit local 
communities in the form of additional 
employment opportunities and income; 
and (2) addressing cumulative impacts 
in the Port Dolores watershed from road 
building and timber harvest. 

Possible Alternatives 
In addition to a No Action alternative, 

three preliminary action alternatives 
have been developed. The three 
preliminary alternatives are (1) Timber 
harvest of approximately 40 MMBF 
from approximately 5,000 acres, 
maximizing harvest within TLMP 
Standards and Guidelines; (2) timber 
harvest of approximately 24 MMBF 
from approximately 931 acres, 
emphasizing development of 
economically viable timber sales; and 
(3) timber harvest of approximately 24 
MMBF from approximately 983 acres, 
addressing cumulative impact to the 
Dolores watershed resulting from past 
harvest and road construction. The Old 
Growth (OGR) strategy will be 
considered in the various action 
alternatives. 

Permits or Licenses Required 
Permits required for implementation 

may include the following: 
1. U.S. Army Corp of Engineers. 
— Approval of discharge of dredged 

or fill material into the waters of the 
United States under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act. 

— Approval of the construction of 
structures or work in navigable waters 
of the United States under Section 10 of 
the Rivers and Harbor Act of 1899. 

2. Environmental Protection Agency. 
— General National Pollutant 

Discharge Elimination System Permit 
for Log Transfer Facilities in Alaska. 

— Spill Prevention Control and 
Countermeasure Plan. 

3. State of Alaska, Department of 
Environmental Conservation. 

— Tideland and Permit and Lease or 
Easement. 

— Certification of Compliance with 
Alaska Water Quality Standards (401 
Certification) Chapter 20. 

4. Office of Project Management & 
Permitting (DNR). 

— Coastal Zone Consistency 
Determination concurrence. 

Responsible Official 
Forest Cole, Forest Supervisor, 

Tongass National Forest; 648 Mission 
St., Federal Building; Ketchikan, AK 
99901–6591 is the responsible official. 

Nature of Decision To Be Made 
The Forest Supervisor will decide 

whether or not to harvest timber from 
this area, and if so, how this timber 
would be harvested. The decision will 
be based on the information disclosed in 
the EIS, and the goals, objectives and 
desired future conditions as stated in 
the Forest Plan. The responsible official 
will consider the comments; response; 
disclosure of environmental 
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1 ISG Georgetown Inc., Gerdau Ameristeel US 
Inc., Keystone Consolidated Industries Inc., and 
North Star Steel Texas Inc.

consequences; and applicable laws, 
regulations and policies; in making the 
decision and stating the rational in the 
Record of Decision. Alternatives would 
be developed to meet the objectives and 
criteria for small old-growth reserves. 
Four of the five VCUs in the project area 
requires small old-growth reserves. The 
effect of past and future harvest 
activities, along with existing and 
planned transportation routes would be 
studies.
(Authority: 40 CFR 1501.7 and 1508.22; 
Forest Service Handbook 1909.15, Section 
21.)

Dated: June 24, 2005. 
Forrest Cole, 
Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 05–13218 Filed 7–5–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Forest Service 

Opal Creek Scenic Recreation Area 
(SRA) Advisory Council

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Opal Creek Scenic 
Recreation Area Advisory Council is 
participating in a field tour on July 23, 
2005. The field trip is scheduled to 
begin at 10 a.m., and will conclude at 
approximately 3:30 p.m. Participants 
will meet at Oregon Department of 
Forestry Office (ODF) located on N. Fork 
Road and Highway 22 in Mehema, 
Oregon. Attendance by the public must 
be arranged one week in advance with 
the Designated Federal Official listed 
below. 

The Opal Creek Wilderness and Opal 
Creek Scenic Recreation Area Act of 
1996 (Opal Creek Act) (Pub. L. 104–208) 
directed the Secretary of Agriculture to 
establish the Opal Creek Scenic 
Recreation Area Advisory Council. The 
Advisory Council is comprised of 
thirteen members representing state, 
county and city governments, and 
representatives of various organizations, 
which include mining industry, 
environmental organizations, inholders 
in Opal Creek Scenic Recreation Area, 
economic development, Indian tribes, 
adjacent landowners and recreation 
interests. The council provides advice to 
the Secretary of Agriculture on 
preparation of a comprehensive Opal 
Creek Management Plan for the SRA, 
and consults on a periodic and regular 
basis on the management of the area. 
Tentative itinerary includes visiting and 
discussing current issues at Pearl Creek 
Guard Station about restoration, popular 

dispersed sites and Three Pools about 
use issues, and SRA entrance about 
transportation planning and signing. 

A public comment period is 
tentatively scheduled to begin at 3 p.m. 
at the ODF office. Time allotted for 
individual presentations will be limited 
to 3 minutes. Written comments are 
encouraged, particularly if the material 
cannot be presented within the time 
limits of the comment period. Written 
comments may be submitted prior to the 
July 23rd by sending them to Designated 
Federal Official Paul Matter at the 
address given below.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
more information regarding this 
meeting, contact Designated Federal 
Official Paul Matter; Willamette 
National Forest, Detroit Ranger District, 
HC 73 Box 320, Mill City, OR 97360; 
(503) 854–3366.

Dated: June 29, 2005. 
Dallas J. Emch, 
Forest Supervisor
[FR Doc. 05–13220 Filed 7–5–05; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–274–804]

Notice of Final Results of Antidumping 
Duty Changed Circumstances Review: 
Carbon and Certain Alloy Steel Wire 
Rod from Trinidad and Tobago

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce.
SUMMARY: The Department has 
determined that Mittal Steel Point Lisas 
Limited (Mittal) is the successor–in-
interest to Carribbean Ispat Limited 
(CIL) and, as a result, should be 
accorded the same treatment previously 
accorded to CIL in regard to the 
antidumping order on steel wire rod 
from Trinidad and Tobago as of the date 
of publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register.

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 6, 2005.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dennis McClure or Victoria Cho, at 
(202) 482–5973 or (202) 482–5075, 
respectively; AD/CVD Operations, 
Office 3, Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th 
Street & Constitution Avenue, NW, 
Washington, DC 20230.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
On March 21, 2005, the petitioners1 

requested that the Department 
determine whether Mittal had become 
the successor–in-interest of CIL, 
pursuant to section 751(b) of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended (the Act), and 
19 CFR 351.216 and 351.221(c)(3). On 
April 6, 2005, CIL requested that the 
Department initiate and conduct an 
expedited changed circumstances 
review to determine whether Mittal is 
the successor–in-interest to CIL.

On May 2, 2005, the Department 
initiated this review and made its 
preliminary determination that Mittal is 
the successor–in-interest to CIL and 
should be treated as such for 
antidumping cash deposit purposes. See 
Notice of Initiation and Preliminary 
Results of Changed Circumstances 
Antidumping Duty Administrative 
Review: Carbon and Certain Alloy Steel 
Wire Rod from Trinidad and Tobago, 70 
FR 22634 (May 2, 2005) (Preliminary 
Results). In the Preliminary Results, we 
stated that interested parties could 
request a hearing or submit case briefs 
and/or written comments to the 
Department no later than 30 days after 
publication of the Preliminary Results 
notice in the Federal Register, and 
submit rebuttal briefs, limited to the 
issues raised in those case briefs, seven 
days subsequent to the case briefs due 
date. We did not receive any hearing 
requests or comments on the 
Preliminary Results.

Scope of the Order
The merchandise subject to this order 

is certain hot–rolled products of carbon 
steel and alloy steel, in coils, of 
approximately round cross section, 5.00 
mm or more, but less than 19.00 mm, in 
solid cross-sectional diameter.

Specifically excluded are steel 
products possessing the above–noted 
physical characteristics and meeting the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States (HTSUS) definitions for 
(a) stainless steel; (b) tool steel; c) high 
nickel steel; (d) ball bearing steel; and 
(e) concrete reinforcing bars and rods. 
Also excluded are (f) free machining 
steel products (i.e., products that 
contain by weight one or more of the 
following elements: 0.03 percent or 
more of lead, 0.05 percent or more of 
bismuth, 0.08 percent or more of sulfur, 
more than 0.04 percent of phosphorus, 
more than 0.05 percent of selenium, or 
more than 0.01 percent of tellurium).

Also excluded from the scope are 
1080 grade tire cord quality wire rod 
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